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BAR BRIEFS
1931 Bar Briefs). Since that decision questions have arisen in various
parts of the country as to whether such decision would apply merely
to mercantile establishments, as such, or whether the term included
such places as tire and accessory establishments and gasoline service
stations. By way of information, therefore, we cite some cases that
may have a bearing upon the subject:
Maxwell vs. Tea Co., 51 Sup. Ct. Rep.
Liggett vs. Baldridge, 278 U. S. 105
Atkins vs. Children's Hospital, 261 U. S. 525
Frost vs. Corporation, 278 U. S. 515
Smith vs. Cahoon, 51 Sup. Ct. Rep. 582
State vs. Ashbrook, 154 Mo. 375
Chicago vs. Netcher, 183.IU. 104
Bailey vs. Furniture Co., 259 U. S. 20
Trusler vs. Crooks, 269 U; S:.475
Bank vs. Fenno, 8 Wall. 533
American Sugar Co.. vs. Louiswna, 179 U. S. 89
Flint vs. Stone Tracy Co., 220 U. S. 107
Maxwell vs. Bugbee, 250 U. S. 525
Magoun vs. Trust & Say. Bank, 1.70 U. S. 283
Cargill vs. Minnesota, 180 U. S. 452
Wing vs. Kirkendall, 223 U. S. 59
Bradley vs. Richmond, 227 U. S. 477
Theatre Co. vs. Chicago, 228 U. S. 61
Tea Co. vs. Doughton, 196 N. C. 145
Woolworth Co. vs. Harrison, 156 S. E. 904
Meyer vs. Nebraska, 262 U. S. 390
Traux vs. Corrigan, 257 U. S. 312
Lockner vs. New York, 198 U. S. 45
JUDICIAL COUNCIL
The first proposal for a judicial council was presented by Judge
Burr at the 1924 annual meeting of this Association (page 38 pro-
ceedings 1924). His view was that it would be charged "with the duty
of ascertaining the state of judicial business; gathering statistical in-
formation regarding the work of the courts; examining the rules of
procedure; suggesting the necessary changes so the administration of
justice could be kept abreast of the needs; could also study the work of
the state's attorneys, sheriffs and other officials; make suggestions for
the expedition of business" etc. It could consist of "the Chief Justice
as chairman, one district judge from each district, and the President
and Secretary of the Bar Association."
This is quoted at this time, to indicate that the original plan con-
templated a rather limited membership. We are convinced that a
more limited membership would add to the: effectiveness of the Coun-
cil. We are equally convinced that the present method of selecting
representation from the Bar Association is preferable to one that would
designate those officially connected with the Association.
COLLECTION RULE
The Lake Region Bar Association has adopted a rule that a filing
fee of $1.00 for each claim placed with a member of the Association
for collection shall be paid by the party filing the claim at the time of
the filing of the claim and that such .fee shall neither be contingent
nor a part of the collection fee to be charged if the claim is collected.
